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Current Topics. 
The late Sir John Salmond. 


WE VERY MUCH regret to see the announcement in last Monday’s 
Times of the death of Sir Jonn Satmonp. His books on the 
Law of Torts and on Jurisprudence, both of which have passed 
through numerous editions, placed him in the front rank of legal 
writers, and with his literary activities he combined the work 
of a practising lawyer, becoming a Law Officer in New Zealand 
and finally a judge of the High Court of that Colony. Fortunately, 
the writing of treatises on law is not seldom consistent with 
practical experience, and it is largely on this experience that 
their value rests. The great works on Conveyancing have been 
the production of the masters in that art; the author of the 
most illuminating modern discussion of the Common Law is now 
a Justice of the United States Supreme Court ; the late Professor 
GRAY was a practising lawyer when he wrote his famous “ Per- 
petuities”’; and the list might be indefinitely extended. But 
it is perhaps the late Sir Joun Satmonp alone who, to the exposi- 
tion and practice of the Common Law, added the severer study 
of general Jurisprudence. 


An International Criminal Court. 


WE REFERRED last week, ante, p. 915, to the project of an 
International Criminal Court which is before the International 
Law Association. The matter was the subject of a paper read 
by Dr. Be.ior at the Conference of the Association held -at 
Buenos Ayres in 1922, and his design was to establish a court for 
the trial and punishment of war crimes on a basis wider than that 
proposed by the Treaty of Versailles. The first step towards 
such a court was taken by the then Attorney-General’s Committee 
of Enquiry into Breaches of the Laws of War, which was appointed 
on 6th November, 1918. A Commission with a similar object 
was appointed at the Peace Conference at Paris, in January, 1919, 
and it reported by a majority in favour of an International High 
Tribunal; but the American members dissented on the ground 
that the court was intended to try offences which were not 
strictly crimes, and for which no legal punishment was provided. 
The Treaty of Versailles proposed, by Art. 227, to set up a special 
tribunal to try the German ex-Emperor, but this, as is well known, 
came to nothing. The same Article also provided for the trial 
of other accused persons before military tribunals of the Allied 
Powers, and for their surrender by Germany for this purpose. 
But it became politically inexpedient to insist on surrender, 
and in lieu there were the trials by the Supreme Court at Leipzig 
of certain persons at the instance of the British Government. 
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The fairness and impartiality of these trials was recognized, 
but the results were small, one reason being that the court adopted 
the German law and admitted the validity of the plea of superior 
orders. 


Dr. Bellot’s Draft Statute. 

IN THE PAPER referred to above Dr. Betior sketched the 
composition of the International Tribunal which he proposed, its 
jurisdiction, the law to be administered, and the procedure. 
He proposed that there should be fifteen judges and ten deputy 
judges, selected from persons who had held office in superior 
criminal courts, or had practised continuously in such courts 
for not less than fifteen years; a Divisional Court to consist of 
five judges and a full court of nine ; that the jurisdiction should 
extend not only to war crimes, but also to crimes committed 
during peace, where there was no State court with jurisdiction 
to give redress ; that, in the words of the preamble to the Hague 
Convention, the law to be applied should be based on “ the 
principles of the Law of Nations as they result from the usages 
established among civilized peoples, from the laws of humanity 
and the dictates of the public conscience”; and that, subject 
to certain provisions of a general nature, the court might be left 
to decide its own procedure ; though since it would be composed 
of lawyers versed in Anglo-American procedure, which is based 
on the accusatory principle, and on the Continental procedure, 
which is inquisitorial, the best methods might be selected from 
each. Dr. BELLot was instructed at the Buenos Ayres Conference 
to draft a statute for the proposed court, and the draft was con- 
sidered at the Stockholm Conference recently. A sketch of it 
Was given in a message to The Times of the 12th inst., and it 
appears to carry out the suggestions in the paper we have outlined. 
The jurisdiction of the court would embrace all complaints or 
charges of violation of the laws and customs of war generally 
accepted as binding or contained in international conventions 
or treaties to which the States concerned had adhered. The 
court would also have jurisdiction over all offences committed 
contrary to the laws of humanity and the dictates of the public 
conscience. The court would apply (1) international conven- 
tions ; (2) international custom, as evidence of a general practice 
accepted as law; (3) the general principles of law recognized 
by civilized nations ; and (4) judicial decisions, and the teachings 
of highly-qualified publicists of the various States, as subsidiary 
means for the determination of rules of law. It is proposed that 
the expenses of the court should be borne by the League of 
Nations, and that the official languages should be French and 
Enesish Lord PHILLIMORE proposed that the scheme should be 
referred to a committee for further consideration and his sugges- 
tion was adopted, but it may be hoped that unanimity may be 
fir nally attained, so that there may be an agreed scheme for 


Governments to consider. 


The Land Registry Report. 

Tue ¢ HIEF Lanp Registrar, Mr. J. 8. Srewart WALLACE, in 
his recently issued Ry port on the work of the Land Registry 
for the financial year 1923-24, states that the year has been the 


1 


busiest, as well as “the most successful, in the history of the depart- 
ment, with a total of 71,023 transactions under the Land Transfer 
Acts, as compared with the highest previous total of 68,663 
in 1920. But whereas in 1920 a staff of 350 persons was employed, 
a staff reduced to 294 was able, owing to progressive reorganisa- 
tion, to handle the work in 1923 at almost the double speed per 

case. The financial result of the year’s work, he says, was also 
gratifying, yielding a surplus of £36,000 (approximately) as 
compared with 4 surplus of £19,098 in 1920, in spite of the fact 
that, owing to the fall in the value of land, the fee income from 
71023 cases in 1923 was £16,583 less than that from 68,663 
canes in 1920. This increase in the surplus is due partly to the 
fal! in the bonus on wages, but principally to the progressive and 
drastic revision of all departmental) processes and organisation 
which is continuously maintained. Of course, we are glad to 
me that the finance of the Department is satisfactory, and we 
may congratulate Mr. Srewant Watiace on the reduction 










in expenses which enables him to meet so successfully the fy 
in values, but the growth in the work of the Office depends alimg 
entirely on the fact that registration in the London area is egy 
pulsory. In the rest-of the country, while there has been 
increase in the yearly number of first registrations and of dealing 
the total number remains inconsiderable. Much the m 
important matter in the Report is the description of the changa| 
which have been made in the Land Charges Registry in view 
the coming into operation of the new Law of Property schem 
This part of the Report we print on another page. It is base 
on the Law of Property Act, 1922, but the proposed extensiq 
of the registration of land charges can now best be seen in th 
Land Charges (Consolidation) Bill. This goes very much furthe 
than was contemplated in the Act of 1922, and includes th 
registration of “ puisne mortgages,” i.e., a legal mortgage ng 
accompanied by a deposit of documents: clause 10 C (i). 


The London Traffic Act, 1924. 


THE First OF October has been appointed for the coming int 
operation of the London Traffic Act. Under s. 17 the Acti 
to come into operation on “the appointed day,” which mx 
be not later than 1st October, and different days may be appointed 
for different purposes. By the Order of the Minister of Transpor 
which we printed last week, ante, p. 951, 1st September was fixeds 
the day for bringing into operation s. 1, which deals with tk 
constitution and appointment of the London Traffic Advisor 
Committee, and Ist October for the remainder of the Act. Te 
area covered by the Act is a good deal wider than the ordinay 
Metropolitan area, going on the north far into Bucks, Hew 
and Essex, and on the south it extends in Kent from Graveseni 
to Sevenoaks and Westerham, and in Surrey from Caterham 
to Dorking, Guildford and Chertsey : see Sched. 1. The functiox 
of the Advisory Committee are limited to report and advie 
on matters referred to them by the Minister of Transport, be 
they have extensive powers of holding inquiries (ss. 2, 3) aml 
there is to be a check on the indiscriminate opening up of streé 
surfaces by different independent authorities. The road autho 
ities must send to the Minister a half-yearly statement of th 
work required to be done if it involves the closing of more tha 
one-third of a street to vehicles, and the statement will be referrd 
to the Advisory Committee, who will co-ordinate the schemes; 
undertakers with statutory powers of breaking up streets wi 
have to do them at the same time as or in connection with wort 
of road maintenance and improvement: s. 4. It is also pw 
vided that with a view to securing the public safety and tk 
convenience of traffic, a licensing authority in the City of Londa 
or Metropolitan Police District may define the routes as “ approve 
routes” which omnibuses are to take and attach conditios 
to the licences ; while the person licensed must furnish a schedu 
showing the character of the services to be maintained: 8.6 
The City Corporation or the council of any county borough 
district concerned may appeal against any such schedule wha 
in force on the ground that any of the stages are unreasonably 
short, or inconvenient, or the fares unreasonably high. Vey 
wide powers are conferred upon the Minister to make genet 
regulations for the purpose of relieving congestion and facilitating 
traffic in the whole London traffic area; but these are not # 
interfere with street markets or street traders: s. 10. 
Minister, however, is not empowered to impose any obligate 
upon a local authority to incur expenditure on or in connectité 
with the improvement of any road or the construction of af 
new road without the consent of such authority. The Ac# 
experimental only and will continue in foree till Ist Decembt 
1928. It does not extend to the control of tramcars. It mi 
be doubted whether the Ministry of Transport is a prope 
authority for the administration of the Act, since it has show 
itself quite incompetent to enforce the existing law as to 
speed of motor vehicles and to exercise its powers for the sale 
and convenience of the public. The peril from this source steadif 
increases, though the various authorities, including magistra® 
and the police, have ample powers to stop it, 
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Mr. Ingleby Oddie on Coroners’ Inquests. 


In CONTINUATION of our observations, ante, p. 931, on the 
“Utility of Coroners’ Inquests,” the following important 
considerations have been adduced by Mr. IneteBy OppIE 
in The Times in reply to Sir Harry Po.wanp’s criticisms 
of the Inquest System :—‘‘It sometimes happens that a 
coroner’s jury returns a verdict in favour of an accused person, 
whereas the justices commit him for trial. Under the proposed 
alteration in the system the prisoner at his trial would be deprived 
of the assistance and benefit of such an acquittal by a jury of his 
fellow-citizens in the coroner’s court. On the other hand, a 
coroner’s inquisition does not go before the Grand Jury, but goes 
direct to the petty jury, thus putting the accused upon his trial 
at the assizes, even when the Grand Jury throw out the bill of 
indictment, which is founded upon the justices’ committal.” 
In Mr. Oppie’s experience as a coroner he has known, he says, 
three cases of murder where the Grand Jury, for purely sentimental 
reasons, and in face of the strongest evidence, have wantonly 
thrown out bills of indictment. The accused were then tried 
upon his inquisitions, were all found guilty, and were duly 
punished. Had there been no coroner’s inquisition there could 
have been no trial in these cases, and three accused persons would 
have gone scot free though guilty of most serious crimes involving 
the destruction of human life. Again, it is proposed that where 
a person is charged before justices with murder or manslaughter 
the coroner shall adjourn his inquest until the judge of assize 
has recorded the verdict of the petty jury. ‘ But the coroner 
cannot adjourn his court sine die. He must adjourn to a definite 
date, and he must therefore continue adjourning from time to time 
over a period of some months until the final verdict is arrived at 
atthe assizes. This procedure will result in as great inconvenience 
to the jury as that which under the existing system falls upon the 
witnesses, and the expense will probably be greater. A further 
objection to Sir Harry PoLann’s suggested improvement would 
appear to lie in the anomalous position which would arise when 
the verdict at the assizes is one of ‘Not Guilty.’ The coroner 
would then have to pursue his inquiry at the point at which 
he had adjourned. Material witnesses would again have to be 
called, and the verdict might well be one of murder against the 
man who has been acquitted at the assizes. He could not be 
tried again, but he would have an inquisition of murder returned 
against him, and the position would be highly unsatisfactory, 
as nothing more could be done.” The conclusion to which 
Mr. INaLEBy OpDIE comes is that, after all, the number of cases 
of murder and manslaughter are so few, compared with the 
number of deaths requiring enquiry, that any alteration of the 
existing system for reasons of mere convenience is not worth 
while. 


Small Debt Proceedings in the High Court. 

Jupce CRawForp has just criticized with great severity the 
conduct of those solicitors who permit their clients to bring in the 
High Court small debt proceedings which can be brought in the 
County Court. In the particular case in question, the action 
was to recover twenty guineas, and the costs recovered amounted 
to half that sum. The learned judge evidently considered that 
solicitors are influenced by a desire to get heavier costs in taking 
such proceedings ; but this we believe to be a mistake. There 
is, in fact, a very considerable danger of losing costs altogether 
in such cases, owing to the operation of the rules relating to 
costs. Proceedings which can be commenced in the County Court 
but are commenced in the High Court, are nearly always of two 
kinds: either they are Equity-side matters, or else they are 
Order XIV proceedings, ¢.¢., specially indorsed writs claiming 
debts in respect of which a summary judgment can be obtained 
unless the defendant discloses a satisfactory defence on affidavit, 
In the former case, practitioners know from painful experience 
that a great many county court judges have a very defective 
grasp of the principles of Equity, especially in complicated real 
property cases ; this is no reflection on the judges, who have an 
immense mass of miscellaneous statutory jurisdiction and cannot 








be expected to be experts in Equity as well as in the Common Law, 
which has usually been the subject of their own practice at the 
Bar. Where a county court judge was himself a Chancery 
practitioner, a somewhat rare event, these cases are usually 
commenced in his court; when he is not, solicitors prefer the 
Chancery Division. Another reason for this choice is the difficulty 
of obtaining in local county courts counsel specially versed in 
Equity or Real Property ; for Lincoln’s Inn practitioners do not 
usually go to circuit or localize, and to take down a London 
barrister, with the necessary special fee, means that any saving 
in the lower scale of costs is lost to the client by the additional 
fee he has to pay counsel, and this he cannot recover from the 
losing side unless the judge specially so orders. Order XIV 
proceedings, again, are preferred in the collection of small debts 
because they are so expeditious. With a little luck, judgment 
in an undefended case can be got in two or three weeks, whereas a 
default summons in the County Court—the corresponding 
preliminary procedure—may not be heard for months. These, 
we think, are the chief reasons for that preference for the High 
Court which His Honour attributes to a less creditable motive. 








Legality of Bona Fide Repurchase 
by Broker. 


Ir is not necessary to quote authorities for two somewhat 
elementary principles of Law or Equity ; first, that an agent, 
standing as he does in a fiduciary relationship to his principal, 
must not make any unauthorized profit out of any position of 
advantage in which his agency places him ; and, secondly, that 
he is not at liberty to purchase—without the principal’s consent 
and for his own personal benefit—property which he is entrusted to 
sell for the principal. But even the clearest rules of law have a 
way of getting obscured when facts are unusual or complicated, 
and sometimes the obscurity persists right up to the final Tribunal 
of Appeal, where at last all doubts are resolved. Such was the 
case with the doctrine we have just enunciated in the recent 
case of Christoforides v. Terry, 1924, 1 A.C. 566. 

However, the facts do not look either complicated or especially 
difficult, prima facie. What happened was this: A cotton 
dealer employed a broker to make speculative purchases for him 
and became heavily indebted to him owing to the fall of cotton 
prices in the market. The agency agreement between speculator 
and broker gave to the broker the usual option of closing the 
account should indebtedness of the client to himself exceed a 
named amount, in this case £1,000 ; that is to say, if the indebted- 
ness exceeded £1,000, the broker could call on the speculator to 
pay up that sum, and on his failure could close the account and 
sell off the cotton purchased on his behalf. These events actually 
occurred. There was an indebtedness and a “call” by the broker, 
a default in making good the deficiency in respect of which the 
call was made on the part of the client, and a closing of the 
account by the broker. But on the same day that the broker 
sold off the cotton, he purchased an equal amount of cotton at 
the same price from the dealer to whom he sold his client’s cotton. 
In substance, there was a re-sale to him personally of the same 
cotton he had sold for his client. And this, of course, amounted 
for all practical purposes to a sale of the cotton by the broker to 
himself ; but technically the transaction was different. The 
question which the courts had to consider was whether such a 
sale and re-sale was merely a nominal transaction, in which case 
it would have been an act inconsistent with the broker's fiduciary 
relationship, or was a real sale by the broker as such followed by 
a purchase by him in his private character. In the former case, 
of course, the broker would have broken his obligations gud 
broker, and therefore would have forfeited his claim to an 
indemnity against his client in respects of expenses or losses 
incurred during the agency. In the latter case, there would be 
no violation of his fiduciary character as agent, and consequently 
no forfeiture of his right of indemnity. On the facts, the trial 
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judge and the Court of Appeal found that the sale and re-purchase 
were quite bond fide and genuinely intended for the mutual benefit 
of client and broker ; this view of the facts was accepted by the 
House of Lords. 

The real issue in the case is whether mere bona fides, where 
there exists a sale of the client’s property and a re-purchase for 
his own benefit by the agent, is sufficient to take the transaction 
out of the general rule that, where an agent without the consent 
of his principal does an act inconsistent with the relationship of 
principal and agent, as where he himself purchases the property, 
this must be regarded as a constructive repudiation of the 
relationship, accompanied by forfeiture of all rights accruing 
under it to the broker. It is well-settled that the broker must 
have no personal interest in the client’s bargain, and that 
departure from this limitation works a forfeiture of his claim to 
an indemnity : Rothschild v. Brookman, 1831, 5 Bli. N.S. 165; 
Hamilton v. Young, 1873, L.R. 8 Ex. 242; Ellis v. Pond, 1898, 
1 Q.B. 426. There are one or two authorities which throw some 
doubt on the universality of this rule, e.g., Erskine, Oxenford & Co. 
v. Sachs, 1901, 2 K.B, 504, and Walter and Gould v. King, 1897, 
13 T.L.R. 270; but in both of those cases the broker was really 
acting for the benefit of his client in order to minimize the loss 
incurred, so that they are clearly distinguishable. 

The solution of the crux presented by the facts set out above 
would appear to be this: As pointed out by Lord Cave in his 
judgment in the House of Lords, the broker, at the date when he 
made the sale and re-purchase, was entitled to close the account 
because of the failure of the other contracting party to make good 
the deficiency and meet the call. That being so, his fiduciary 
relationship as such had terminated, although he was still bound 
to do his best for the client, but this duty had changed in 
character ; it had ceased to be that of a trustee and had become 
the mere duty of any contracting party to wind up transactions 
arising out of a closed contract in such a way as to minimize the 
loss to the other contracting party. Now it was proved that the 

client’s sale of the cotton was not only proper but necessary, 
and it was made at the fair and usual market-price. That being 
so, the broker’s duties were at an end. Thereafter he stood at 
arm’s length from his sometime client and could re-purchase the 
cotton, if he chose, for his own benefit without any breach of 
his duty as ex-broker. 








Mistake in Connection with Contracts 
for the Sale of Land. 


VI. 
(Continued from p. 949.) 

6. Remedies.—The general remedies open to the parties have 
already been referred to in the course of these articles. There 
remain a few points not touched on, which it will be convenient 
to discuss under this heading. 

(a) Specifie Performance-—General Remarks.—Mr. Justice 
FarwELL, as he then was, in Hexter v. Pearce, 1900, 1 Ch. p. 346, 
said: “To my miind the whole doctrine of specific perform- 
ance rests on the ground that a man is entitled in equity to have 
in specie the specific article for which he has contracted and he is 
not bound to take damages instead. The right to sue on a 
contract in law and in equity is the same, but the remedies differ, 
and a court of equity will grant the equitable remedy of specific 
performance in all cases, so far as I have been able to discover, 
unless there has been some conduct on the part of the plaintiff 
disentitling him to the relief in equity, or, in some rare instances, 
where there would be a great hardship imposed on an innocent 
grantor or lessor by reason of some mistake which he has made, 
although the other party has not contributed to it.” This 
statement may perhaps be considered too wide, as there are 
undoubtedly several other cases where the court will not usually 
grant specific performance. For a list of them, see Fry on Specific 
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and chattels and not to land, and therefore do not affect the 
subject of this article. The court will not usually decree specific 
performance where compensation cannot be assessed, as in the 
case of restrictive covenants : Rudd v. Lascelles, 1900, 1 Ch. 815, 
Though even in this case, if the mistake only affects a very small 
portion of the land sold, specific performance would be decreed ; 
Halkett v. Earl of Dudley, 1907, 1 Ch. 593. 

As we have seen, the court will not generally refuse specific 
performance where the mistake has been on the part ot the 
defendant alone, and the plaintiff has not conduced thereto; 
but where, under its special jurisdiction in the case of hardship, 
specific performance is refused, the court will not simply dismiss 
the action, for, as both the legal and equitable remedies are 
now given by the same court, the court will consider the question 
of damages, and if it considers it a proper case to give some 
damages, it will give the same damages as would under the practice 
before the Judicature Acts have been given at law: Tamplin 
v. James, 1880, 15 Ch.D. 215. 

Where in an action for specific performance the plaintiff 
contends that the terms of the contract were XYZ, and the 
defendant contends that they were only XY, the fact that the 
plaintiff turns out to be in the wrong will not generally prevent 
him waiving the term Z and obtaining specific performance 
according to what the defendant admits to be the true construc- 
tion: Preston v. Luck, 1884, 27 Ch. D. 497. 

It would be impossible to suggest every defence of mistake 
which could be raised to an action for the specific performance 
of a contract, but many of them will be found to come under 
one or other of the following headings: (i) That there is no 
contract in existence. For instance, that neither of the parties 
were ad idem; (ii) that the contract is void for uncertainty 
on the ground that it is so ambiguously or inexactly drawn as 
a whole, or in some important particular, that it is impossible 
to determine its meaning; (iii) that the written contract does 
not represent the real agreement come to between the parties; 
(iv) that the party asking for specific performance according 
to the true construction of the contract has already insisted 
and acted upon a mistaken construction ; (v) that the mistake 
has been caused or contributed to by the other party ; (vi) hard- 
ship or unfairness. 

(i) It hardly seems necessary to say that unless there be a 
concluded contract there can be no action for specific performance. 

(ii) An example of a contract being void for uncertainty 
occurred in Pearce v. Watts, 1875, L.R. 20 Eq. 492. In that 
case a contract was entered into for the sale of an estate, the 
vendor reserving “the necessary land for making a railway 
through the estate,” and it was held that the reservation was 
void for uncertainty, and that therefore the purchaser could 
not have specific performance. In another case it was held 
that if the court could not attach any definite meaning to the 
terms of a contract, it could not hold that there was a contract, 
and that the court must therefore treat the document as not 
binding: Ez parte Baxter, 1892, 2 Q.B. 478. 

(iii) This case has been already dealt with. 

(iv) Where a party has insisted and acted upon a mistaken 
construction, the court will generally refuse to grant specific 
performance in any form and dismiss the action: Clowes v. 
Higginson, 1813, 1 V. & B. 524; unless his conduct cannot 
be considered to have amounted to a final election, when appar- 
ently he would not be barred from obtaining relief under the 
contract according to its true construction: Preston v. Luck, 
1884, 27 Ch. D. 497. 

(v) The matter of this heading has already Wten considered. 
(vi) Hardship or unfairness—The court has also a wide 
equitable “ discretion ” as to refusing specific performance in the 
case of mistake by the defendant vendor or purchaser, not- 
withstanding the fact that the mistake has not been contributed 
to by the other party, but it very rarely exercises such discretion. 
The following are the classes of cases where the court has exercised 
this discretion : (a) when to compel the defendant to complete 





Performance, 1921 ed., pp. 22 to 55. They mostly relate to goods 


according to the terms of the contract would be such a hardship 
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as would amount to injustice : Tamplin v. James, 1880, 15 Ch. D. 
215; Rudd v. Lascelles, 1900, 1 Ch. 815; (6) where there has 
been some conduct on the part of the party disentitling him to a 
decree, for instance, some unfairness on his part. 

Lord Justice James, in Tamplin v. James, ubi supra, said 
that for the most part the cases where the defendant had escaped 
on the ground of a mistake, not contributed to by the plaintiff, 
had been cases where a hardship amounting to injustice would 
have been inflicted upon him by holding him to his bargain, and 
it was not reasonable to hold him to it ; and Kay, J., in Goddard 
v. Jeffreys, 45 L.T. 674, said that “if a purchaser was not misled 
by any act of the vendors, if the mistake was entirely his own, 
then the court ought not to let him off his bargain on the ground 
of mistake made by himself solely, unless the case was one of 
considerable harshness and hardship.” The case of Van Praagh 
v. Everidge, 1902, 2 Ch. 266—reversed on appeal, 1903, 1 Ch. 434, 
but on another point—is an instructive one in that it indicates 
to some extent the amount of hardship which must exist to form 
a good defence. The defendant was a builder and bought a 
piece of land for building on in mistake for another piece of land. 
It was held that he could use the land bought for building 
purposes, and that the kardship to him was not sufficient to 
justify a refusal of specific performance to the plaintiff. In 
another case specific performance was refused against a vendor 
who had instructed his auctioneer to sell subject to the reservation 
of a right of way, and the auctioneer forgot to make the reserva- 
tion: Manser v. Back, 1848, 6 Ha. 443 ; also in a case where the 
auctioneer had made a mistake in the reserve price: Day v. 
Wells, 1861, 30 Beav. 220. A case where there was something 
in the nature of unfairness was Webster v. Cecil, 1861, 30 Beav. 62. 
The vendor stated in a letter that he was prepared to sell the 
property in question for £1,250, instead of £2,250, the price he 
intended putting in the letter, and immediately he discovered 
his mistake he corrected it, but the purchaser, knowing the exact 
value, had snapped up the offer. Such a mistake would not, 
however, be a ground for relief in the case of a sale by auction, 
because biddings cannot be re-opened except in the case of 
fraud : Griffiths v. Jones, 1871, 15 Eq. 279. 


(To be continued.) 








Mr. Macdonald’s Declaration of 


Trust. 


A REVENUE POINT. 


No mention has been made of a trust deed in connection with 
Mr. Ramsay Macdonald’s Daimler endowment, and in view of 
Sir A. Grant’s confidence in his friend its existence is unlikely. 
If ever a parol declaration of trust was sufficiently evidenced, 
however, the Premier’s has been, and we all know now on what 
terms he holds the shares in the biscuit company. Whatever 
may be the case in Scotland, the trust is certainly one which would 
be legally enforceable in England as against Mr. Macdonald as 
registered holder of the shares. These appear to have been 
allotted to Mr. Macdonald as nominee of Sir A. Grant, so there was 
resumably no necessity for a transfer. The company have no 
oubt some formal or informal direction from Sir A. Grant in 
respect of the matter, and that may be the only relevant 
document. 

Now, had Sir A. Grant made a formal transfer or settlement of 
the shares, it can hardly be doubted that,s. 74 (1) of the Finance 
Act, 1910 (1909-1910), would have applied, and ad valorem duty 
at £1 per cent. would have been payable on the transfer. It 
might be open to question whether the subject-matter of the 
transfer was the whole £30,000 parcel of shares, or an interest 
in them for some indefinite pasted not exceeding Mr. Macdonald’s 
lifetime (i.e., so long as be maintained and used the Daimler), but 
when the value was found the stamp would certainly be £1 on 
either £30,000 or on a substantial fraction of that sum. The 
revenue authorities are, therefore, so much the poorer from the 
confidence of Sir A. Grant in Mr. Ramsay Macdonald. 

It is not probable that the course taken was for the express 
purpose of avoiding the stamp: but, were it so, there is ample 
authority in the books for the proposition that the action of the 
parties was perfectly legitimate. It is for the Legislature ta 











draw the net of taxation, and, if the subject can escape from it 
on committing an offence against the law, he is at liberty 
to do so. 

Given, then, a settlor who says to another person in the presence 
of witnesses: ‘‘I have put some property in your name, and 
desire you to hold it upon the trusts I shall now proceed to state,” 
and that he states the trusts, and the property is not realty or 
within the Statute of Frauds, and the grantee acknowledges the 
trusts, is it not possible to run a coach-and-four through this 
taxing section? There are certainly disadvantages in a parol 
trust, but, given a reliable trustee or reliable trustees, a settlor 
might well deem that £1 per cent. ad valorem outweighed them. 
And, in respect of uncertainty, this might be avoided by the 
trust, then a “‘ fait accompli,’”’ being placed in a schedule to an 
early appointment of new trustees. : 

Possibly the plan might have other drawbacks ; but a device 
which may save several hundreds of pounds of duty is worth 
careful consideration, 

ALFRED FELLOWS. 








Reviews. 


Company Law. 


Company Law: A Practical Handbook for Lawyers and Business 
Men. With an Appendix containing the Companies Acts, 
1908 and 1913, and other Acts and Rules. By Sir FRANCIS 
BEAUFORT PALMER, Bencher of the Inner Temple. Twelfth 
Edition by ALFRED F. TopHam, LL.D., K.C., assisted by 
ALFRED R. TAyLour, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens and 
Sons, Ltd. 25s. net. 


This work of the late Sir Francis Palmer started, we believe, 
as a somewhat concise and popular working statement of company 
law. But if that was so, while we do not doubt its utility to 
the more learned and studious kind of business man, it is now a 
very complete treatise on the subject, and there are few points 
in company law on which guidance cannot be found in its pages, 
It has not, of course, the wealth of detail which is to be found in 
the three volumes which constitute the larger work, nor can it 
be treated as a substitute for them in company conveyancing, 
and the drafting of the numerous orders required in winding up 
proceedings and debenture-holders’ actions. Butshort of this, itis 
a full guide to company law, and the practitioner will do well to 
consult its pages before going further. As an example we may 
refer to the summary at pp. 227 et seg. of the circumstances 
under which funds of a company can be treated as profits and 
available for dividends. This edition is in substance as the 
author left the work, but it has been extensively revised 
and the later decisions added, and there are numerous additions 
by the editor. These in general are indicated by square brackets. 








Books of the Week. 


Pleadings——Bullen & Leake’s Precedents of Pleadings in 
Actions in the King’s Bench Division. With Notes. Eighth 
Edition by W. WYATT-PAINE, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons, 
Ltd. ; Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. £2 10s. net. 


Saaete Law.—The Law relating to the Reduction of Share 
Capital. With Forms and Precedents. By PauL F. SIMONDsON, 
M.A. (Oxon), Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Effingham 
Wilson ; Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 10s. 6d. net. 


Revenue Law.—Reports of Tax Cases. Vol. VIII. Part VIII. 
H.M. Stationery Office. 6d. net.; postage extra. To be obtained 
at—London: Imperial House, Kingsway, W.€.2, 28, Abingdon- 
street, S.W.1.; Manchester: York-street; Edinburgh: 120, 
George-street; Cardiff: 1, St. Andrew’s-crescent; Belfast: 
15, Donegall-square West. 





Messrs. Ernest Benn will publish during October ‘‘ The Law of 
Distress,” by J. B. Richardson, of the Middle Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. This work treats of the Law of Distress in all its 
branches, viz.: Distress for Rent, Distress Damage Feasant, 
Distress for Rates and Taxes and Distress under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts; it incorporates the effect of reported cases 
up to and including July, 1924. ‘The book will thus fill a gap in 
the lawyer’s library by providing both practitioner and student 
with an up-to-date text book dealing concisely with the whole 
subject in one comparatively small volume. While this work will 
be welcome to the legal profession generally, it will be found to be 
of particular value and convenience to the provincial practitioner, 
who, as in many cases, may not have ready access to the chief 
legal libraries. 
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In Parliament. 


House of Commons. 
NOTICE OF MEETING. 


I, JoHN HENRY WHuitLEy, Speaker of the House of 
Commons, do hereby give notice that I am satisfied, after con- 
sulting with His Majesty’s Government, that the public interest 
requires that the House should meet at an earlier time than the 
28th day of October. 

By virtue, therefore, of the Resolution of the House of Commons 
of the 7th day of August last, I now give notice that the House 
shall meet on Tuesday, the 30th day of September. 

Given under my hand this the 19th day of September, 1924. 

J. H. Whitley, 
Speaker. 








New Orders, &Xc. 


Orders in Council. 
TERMINATION OF THE WAR WITH TURKEY. 


Whereas by the Termination of the Present War (Definition) 
Act, 1918, it is provided that His Majesty in Council may declare 
what date is to be treated as the date of the termination of the 
present war, and that the date so declared shall be as nearly as 
may be the date of the exchange or deposit of ratifications of 
the treaty or treaties of peace, and that His Majesty may also 
similarly declare what date is to be treated as the date of the 
termination of war between His Majesty and any particular 
State : 

And whereas at Lausanne on the twenty-fourth day of July, 
nineteen hundred and twenty-three, a Treaty of Peace between 
certain Powers and Turkey was signed on behalf of His Majesty : 

And whereas by the said Treaty of Peace it was provided that 
a procés-verbal of the deposit of ratification should be drawn up 
as soon as the Treaty had been ratified by Turkey, on the one 
hand, and the British Empire, France. Italy and Japan, or any 
three of them, on the other hand, and that from the date of the 
said procés-verbal the Treaty would come into force between the 
High Contracting Parties who had ratified it : 

And whereas the said Treaty having been ratified by Turkey, 
on the one hand, and His Majesty, Italy and Japan, on the other 
hand, such a procés-verbal as aforesaid has been drawn up and 
— the sixth day of August, nineteen hundred and twenty- 
our : 

And whereas His Majesty, by Order in Council dated the tenth 
day of August. nineteen hundred and twenty-one, was pleased 
to order that the thirty-first day of August, nineteen hundred 
and twenty-one should be treated as the date of the termination 
of the present war, but it was provided that nothing in the said 
Order should affect the relations between His Majesty and the 
Ottoman Empire until ratifications of the Treaty of Peace with 
that Empire should have been exchanged or deposited : 

And whereas it is desirable to declare the date which is to be 
treated as the date of the termination of the war with Turkey : 

Now. therefore. &c., it is hereby ordered that the said sixth 
day of August, nineteen hundred and twenty-four shall be treated 
aé the date of the termination of war between His Majesty and 
Turkey. 
12th August. (Gazelle, 12th August.) 


TREATY OF PEACE (TURKEY) ACT, 1924. 

is hereby given that His Majesty in Council was pleased 
on the 12th day of August, 1924, to approve two Orders in Council 
under the above named Act, entitled respectively ** The Treaty 
A Peace (Turkey) Order, 1924,” and * The India Peace Treaty 
Turkey ) Order, 1924. 

Copies of the waid Orders, when published, may be purchased 
through any tookseller or directly from His Majesty's Stationery 
Office at the following addresses :-—Imperial House, Kingsway, 
landom, WAZ; 24, Abingdon Street, London, 8.W.1; York 
bt test Maru herter 1, St. Andrew's Crescent, Cardiff; 
1s, Geownge Mtreet, Edinburgh. 
IZth Auguet 


Not ice 


(Gazelle, 12th August.) 


THE OTTOMAN OKDEK IN COUNCIL, 1924. 

Whereas by treaty, capitulation, grant, usage, suflerance, and 
her lawlel means, Nie Majesty the King had juriadiction within 
the territerice which formerly constituted the dominions of the 
Subslians Ott-nnan Vorte : 

Aud whereas by Une Treaty of Veace with Turkey, signed on 
behall A Hie Uajeoty at Lausanne on Ue 24th day of July, 1924, 
provision wee tate lor Ue termination of Use said jurisdiction 
en Turkey : ‘ 





And whereas His Majesty has consented to the suspension of 
the said jurisdiction in certain territories which formed part of 
the said dominions but do not now form part of Turkey : 

And whereas the said jurisdiction is exercised in Egypt in 
accordance with the provisions of the Egypt Order in Council, 
1915 (S.R. & O., 1915, No. 141), and the Egypt (Amendment) 
Order in Council, 1921 (S.R. & O., 1922, No. 156) : 

Now, therefore, by virtue and in exercise of the powers in this 
behalf by the Foreign Jurisdiction Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 37), 
the Treaty of Peace (Turkey) Act, 1924 (14 Geo. 5, c. 7), or other- 
wise in His Majesty vested, it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. Subject to the provisions of Article 2, the Orders in Council 
mentioned in the Schedule to this Order, and any King’s Regula- 
tions, Rules of Court, Rules, Instructions or other enactments 
made thereunder, are hereby repealed, but this repeal shali not 
extend to Egypt, and shall not, either in Egypt or elsewhere, 
affect the past operation of such Orders, King’s Regulations, 
Rules of Court, Rules, Instructions or enactments, or any of 
them, or any right, title, obligation or liability accrued, or the 
validity or invalidity of any thing done or suffered under any of 
them, before the making of this Order. 

2. (i) The Secretary of State may, by an Order published 
in the London Gazette, direct that the jurisdiction of any Provincial 
Court established under the Orders in Council mentioned in the 
Schedule hereto in territory which does not now form part of 
Turkey shall continue, and the jurisdiction of such Provincial 
Court shall continue accordingly, and except as provided in 
sub-article (ii) shall be exercised in accordance with the provisions 
of the Orders in Council, King’s Regulations, Rules of Court, 
Rules, Instructions or other enactments now in force in such 
territory. 

(ii) Any appeal from such Provincial Court, which under the 
Orders in Council mentioned in the Schedule hereto would lie to 
the Supreme Court or the Full Court constituted under those 
Orders, shall lie to the Supreme Court for Egypt (or the Full 
Court, as the case may be) constituted under the “‘ Egypt 
(Amendment) Order in Council, 1921,’ and such appeal shall be 
governed by the rules applicable to appeals from Provincial 
Courts in Egypt. The Provincial Court shall execute any Order 
made on such appeal in like manner as any original judgment 
of such Provincial Court should or might have been executed. 

(iii) The Secretary of State may, by an Order published in 
the London Gazette,terminate to such extent and in such manner 
as he may think fit the jurisdiction of any Provincial Court whose 
jurisdiction has been continued under this Article. 

3. This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The Ottoman Order in Council, 
1924,” and shall be deemed to have come into force as from the 
date when the Treaty of Peace with Turkey came into force, 
that is to say the sixth day of August, nineteen hundred and 
twenty-four. 

And the Right Honourable James Ramsay MacDonald, First 
Lord of the Treasury, one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries 
of State, is to give the necessary directions herein. 
12th August. 

SCHEDULE. 

The Ottoman Order in Council, 1910 (S.R. & O., 1910, 
No. 1184). 

The Turkey Order in Council, 1922 (S.R. & O., 1922, No. 226). 

(Gazette, 12th August.) 


ORDERS (FACILITIES FOR ENFORCE- 

MENT) ACT, 1920. 

An Order in Council has been issued extending the above 
Act to Papua. The Act provides for the enforcement in England 
and Ireland of maintenance orders made by a Court in any part 
of His Majesty’s dominions outside the United Kingdom or in 
any British Protectorate to which it extends, and the legislature 
of Papua has made reciprocal provision for the enforcement 
therein of maintenance orders made by Courts in England and 
Ireland. 

The operation of the above-mentioned Order in Council is 
confined to England and Northern Ireiand, and similar provision 
has not yet been made as regards the Irish Free State by the 
Government of that State. 


MAINTENANCE 





Dr. Edwin Smith, the Hackney Coroner, referred, on the 
Oth inst., to the form of death certificates to be issued to doctors. 
He was astonished that it should have been worth while to 
introduce a modification that was so small an advance as w 
be of negligible value, and left untouched the fundamental 
defect of a doctor being able to certify death, and quite commonly 
doing so, without seeing the body, The removal of such an 
amwnnaly had been urged for many years, but it would seem that 
womething would only be done when « real or suppowed case of live 
burial occurred, 
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New Rules. 


County Court, England. 
FEES. 


(Continued from p. 953). 
SECTION Iv. 


Fes PAYABLE ON PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE SEVERAL ACTS SPECIFIED IN THIS 
SECTION. 


1. On any proceedings under the several Acts specified in this Section for which no fee 
is prescribed in this Section, the fees prescribed in the other Sections of this table are payable 


go far as applicable. 
9. No fee is to be taken in respect of proceedings under the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 


1891. 
vi The fee payable on an application for an order or certificate includes— 
(a) the examination, allowance and filing of any affidavit in support of or in opposition 
to the application ; ; and 
(6) the drawing, entering, sealing and issue of the order or certificate made thereon 
and the service of such order or certificate by post. 





No. of 


Fee. | Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee 





The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1923. 


40 , (i) On an application for the appointment of a 
guardian of an infant or of a person of un- 

| sound mind not so found by inquisition or 

for the revocation of any such appoint- 

| ment and the appointment of another 


| guardian £1 
| i) On an application for an order directing an 
arbitrator to state a special case . £2 


| (iit On filing a special case stated by an arbitra- 
tor (including the hearing of the case and 
| the order made thereon) . £3 
| (iv) On an application for an order for the 
} recovery of money awarded to be paid 
| for compensation, costs or otherwise .. | 6d. in the £ on amount so 
| awa Minimum fee, 10s. 
Maximum fee, £3. 


The Allotments and Cottage Gardens Compensation for Crops Act, 1887. 


41 | On an application for an order for the recovery 
of money awarded to be paid for compensa- 








tion, costs or otherwise we A Fee No. 40 (iv). 
The Ballot Act, 1872. 
42 | On an application for an order— | 
(i) to inspect ballot papers |} 


| (ii) to open the sealed packet of counterfoils 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (section 122). 


43 = Foran order of administration .. ee .. | For every £ of the total amount 
of the debts scheduled (in- 
| cluding in such total any debts 
added after the order is made), 


2a. 
The Brine Pumping (Compensation for Subsidence) Act, 18831. 
“4 | (ly On entering an appeal under section 27 of 
the Act 2 


| | ai On as the appeal (including ti the order 








made thereon) £2 
The Companies Consolidation Act, 1908 (section 120). 
45 | On an application to sanction a compromise or | 
arrangement, 
This fee includes the ‘petition ‘and the 
ring. 
The Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Acts, 1920 to 1924. 

46 | (i) On an application for leave to distrain .. | For every 10s. or fraction 
thereof of the amount to be 
distrained for 6¢. Maximum 
fee, 5s. 

(li) On an application for apportionment «» | 10a 
(ili) On Over his fo application e Se. 
his fee is not payable on an applica- 
tion for fay pom of, or for stay or | 
of execution on, a judgment 
or order of | 
(iv) On a request for arbitrat ion . | &b 10s. 


The Representation of the People Act, 1918. 
47 | Onentering anappeal .. , 10s, 
The Stannaries Courts (Abolition) Act, 1806 


48 (i) (@) For filing a copy of a lease, grant, 
licence assignment, or contract for | 
sale of a loase, grant or licence oe 


} section 20 be. 
| (0) For every inspection of any such copy . | Qe. 
(i) On an wr under me Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 
(a) For rectification of a sanaes under 
section 82 (2) ey. 


(6) For inapection under ‘sootion 101 (2) be. 

(iil) On any other proceedings in a County Court 
exerolaln the Mtannaries Jurisdiction, 
whether brought under the Compantes 
(Consolidation) Act, 1008 or otherwise ,, | The fooa preseribed tn this Table 

in ao far as the same are 


applicable, 








The Tenanta Compensation Act, 1800. 

@ | On an application for an order for the recovery 
of money awarded to be pane 6 for compet 

tion, costs, or otherwise : ee 


Foo No, 40 (iv), 








No. of 
Fee, 


Description of Proceeding. | 


Amount of Fee. 





The Tithe Act, 1891. 


50 | (i) For the notice of seine, to the Court 
under section 2 


(ii) For making an order under section 2 


SECTION V. 


51 On the taxation of costs, charges and expenses | 


This fee is not ¢ payable where the costs | 
are assessed by Registrar without a | 
bill and no == of taxation is given | 
to the party ordered to pay the costs. 

The Registrar —- in Safire before | | 
rir apenes ble if the | 
of fees whic: pt if t 

or the expenses were allowed by him 
at the full amount thereof. e 


52 On an ene ' to the ) a to review a 
taxation . 





SECTION VI. 


For every £5 or fraction thereof 
of the sum, 1s. Maximum 
fee, 10s. 

For every “£5 or fraction thereof 
of the sum claimed, ls. 6d. 
Maximum fee, 15¢. 


FEES PAYABLE ON THE TAXATION OF COSTS AND EXPENSES. 


For every £ or fraction of a £ 
allowed, 6d. Minimum fee, 2s. 


Se. 


FEES PAYABLE ON THE ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS. 
1. The fees prescribed in this Section are payable on the execution of— 


(a) any judgment or order of a County Court ; 


(6) any order, rule, decree, certificate, award, memorandum, writ, or precept, which 


is enforceable as a County Court judgment. 
2. In this Section an order or rule referred to by number means the order or rule so 


numbered in the County Court Rules. 


3. For the purpose of calculating poundage in this Section, a fraction of a pound shall 


be treated as an entire pound. 
53 | On an application for an order for the attend- 
ance of a judgment debtor or Dd other 
person under Order 25, Rules 5 or 71 . 


54 | Onanapplication under Order 25, Rules 10, 104, 
11 or 14, for leave to issue execution 


55 | On the issue of a warrant of execution against 
goods except a warrant to enforce an order 
for the payment of a fine . oe 


On the issue of concurrent warrants 
| of execution against goods, this fee is 
} payable on each warrant. 


56 On stamping or sealing a writ or precept issued 
by a Court of Record under the Borough and 
Local Courts of Record Act, 1872 ° . 


ow 


For keeping possession of goods under a warrant 
of execution os = 


These fees are not payable for more 
than seven days > Provided that — 

(a) Where possession is kept after 

the seventh day at the request 

in weriting of beth the execution 


creditor and the execution 
dedtor, these fees are payudie 
fora further time ; 


and 
(b) Where notice of claim by a third 
party to or in respect of the 
goods Aus been given te the 
hailiff, the muembder of days for 


whicr ation fees may be 
é shad be determined 
by J wage. 


3s For advertising a sale by auction pursuant to 
section 145 of the Rankruptey Act, 1889 


be For the appraisement of goods 

& For the sale of goods (including advertisements, 
catalogues, sale and conunission and delivery 
of goods) es 


a When no sale takes place by reason of an exeocu- 
tion beaag withdrawn, saliaded or stepped 


& On an = aE fur the appolatment af 
Rewelver by way of equitalte excoution 


os. 


For every £ of the amount 
remaining due on the judg- 
ment or order, ls. Maximum 
fee, 5s. 


For every £ of the amount for 
which the warrant issues, ls. 
Maximum fee, £1 10s. 


For every £ of the amount for 


which the writ or precept 
issues, Is. Maximum fee, 
£1 10s. 

“*. er day for every £ of the 


ue of the goods seized, the 
ha to be fixed by appraise- 
ment in case of dispute 
Maximum fee per day, 10s. 
In addition therete, where 
there are animals to be fed, the 
reasonable expenses of feeding 
them. 


The reasonale expeuses thereed, 


For every £ of the appraised 
value, Gd. im addition te the 
stamp duty 


is. @. im the § om the amount 
realised Dy the sale. 


The eXpensts measemady ie 
cured with a view te the 
sal. not erveedineg 
(@) Le. ba the § on the vale 

af the goods seized, the wale 

tu de townd Ov appramemen!t a 

vase al dinpate, Qa AAD ta 
(> aay reasomaNe eipenecs 

pall wader fee Ne. 


Per every & af the amount af 
debt and costs deve te the 
a ®. Maxie fe, 
cS ke 
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Description of Proceeding. 


63 On an application for a charging order under 
section 23 of the Partnership Act, 1890, or on 
an application by a gta to redeem or 
purchase . . ee se es 


64 On the issue of a warrant of possession— 
(i) on a judgment for eject ment 
(ii) on a judgment for recovery of possession 


(iii) where the warrant is for the recovery for 
a sum of money in addition to posses- 
sion oe oe oe ee 


65 On the issue of a warrant of delivery— 
(i) Where the warrant is not for the recovery 
of damages or costs . . es 


ii) Where the warrant is for the recovery ofa 
sum of money in respect of damages or 
costs, or both, in ad-ition to delivery. . 


Ona an application for and the issue of a warrant 
of attachment . " ° 


On an application for discharge from custody 


under a warrant of attachment 


On the issue of a judgment summons 


On the hearing of a judgment summons 


For issuing and executing an order of 
mitment made on a judgment summons 


com- 


On an application for— 
(i) the renewal of a warrant of « 


the extension of an order of 


of a warrant for recovery 
under the Increase of 


Interest (Restric- 


the extension 
»f reese 
Rent and Martane: 
tioms) Act 


In Admiralty actions in 


For a warrant of execution against a ship or 
goods (including the execution thereof 
This fee ia nt payable where the ship 
on gorsia are under arrest. and fee No. 24 
has bern poid. 


On an appraisement of a ship or goods 


On thesale of ashiporgoods .. 
Im addition to this fer the reasonable 
ezpenecs of the sale are alo payabl. 


For keeping poneession of a ship or geevis 
When a ship of cargo ia inthe custody 
of the High Bailiff the reammable 
expemacs of a thipkerper per day are 
pagathe im adddwm to the hore fez 


SELTION VII 

ISTELLAS 

Subprna 

On the leeue of «2 subprna of sormumons 
wit — 

To te servet by 

To be wrvei 

waili® 


a bailiff 
Fieter ian ft a 


Rercvcs of J eAgurnt of Order 


For werwmal wren 
the tee ir® 
So for ia pow for the werciee 6 
6 peligeed! fortes by pat 


As johguent of order? 


¢ 


hry 

Vote warrant ty teh 

ee Be | ‘A Wysrst. 
Vs 2 wt oF 4, Cet teint 

yyy) Oe Vee Gterery A wrath 


A teow woe 
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Amount of Fee. 


No. of 
Fee. | 


Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee. 





For every £ of the amount due 
to the judgment creditor, 6d. 
Maximum fee, £2 10s. 


Maximum 
(ii) (6). Maximum 


fee, £1 10s. 


Fee No. 1 (ii) (6) and in addition 
thereto for every £ of the 
amount for which the warrant 
issues, ls., but the total fee 
is not to exceed £1 10s. 


of the value of the 
goods to be delivered, Is. 
Maximum fee, £1 10s. The 
value taken is to be the value 
(if any) stated in the judg- 
ment, or, if none is so stated, 
the value on which the plaint 
fee (Fee No. 1 (ii) (c)) was 
calculated. 


For every £ 


Fee No. 65 (i) and in addition 
thereto for every £ of the 
sum of money for which the 
warrant issues, 1s., but the 
total fee is not to exceed 
£1 108. 


£1 


108. 


For every £2 or fraction thereof 
calculated on the amount for 
which the summons issues, 6d. 
Maximum fee, 7s. a 


For every £ of the amount for 
which the summons issues, 6d. 
Maximum fee, 15. 


For every £ of the amount for 
which the order issues, ls. 
Maximum fee, £1 10s. 


For every £ of the amount for 
which, the warrant issues, 6d 
Maximum fee, 5s. 

For every £ of the amount for 
which the order issues, 6d 
Maximum fee, 5s. 


For every 
value, 34. 
For every £ of the price, 3d. 


£ of the appraised 





79 


i 
I nterpleader. 
. | Fee 1 (i) calculated on the sy 
of money or the value of thy 
goods the subject-matter of thy 
interpleader summons, 


On the hearing of an interpleadersummons . 


This fee is payable in the first in- 
stance by the claimant. 

The fee is not payable where an inter- 
pleader summons is issued under 
Order 27, Rule 15, and is heard with 
the action. 

No fee is payable on an application 
for an interpleader summons (whether 
made by a defendant or by a bailiff) or 
on the issue or for the service of such a 
summons. 


Possession and Sale of Goods by the Bailiff. 





| (i) For keeping possession of goods 


| (ii) For the sale of goods 


| The same fees as would be 
payable if the goods wey 
seized or sold under an exe. 
| tion. 


Copies of Documents. 
For each folio of 7 


(otherwise than under an execution) 


(i) For an office copy ° 2 words, 64, 
(ii) For examining a copy supplied by a party 


and marking it as an office copy . For each folio of 72 words, 34 
Registration of Jetgmate. 
(i) For grant or registration of the certificate of 
a judgment pursuant to the Inferior 
Courts Judgments (Extension) Act, 1882 | 5s. 
(ii) For sealing and issuing esas of such 
certificate o¢ 


Certificate of ye 


| (i) For a certified copy of a judgment or order 


| For issuing a duplicate plaint note, administra- 





» 


given pursuant to section 28 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888 . le. 


Du - icates. 


tion order, instalment order or summons "| ls. 


Bills of Sale. 
(i) On searc hing the Index ls. 
(ii) On inspecting an abstract “or notice of 
satisfaction we ° oe 
The Deeds of dunased Act, 1914. 
(i) For taking security and giving certificate— 
(a) where the estimated assets available for 
distribution amongst the unsecured 
creditors as shown by the affidavit 
filed on registration are less than £100 
(>) inallothercases .. 
(ii) On an application to the Court under the 
Deeds of Arrangement Act or Rules 
(iii) On searching the register (for. every name 
inspected) and on inspecting the filed 
copy, including the limited extraet to be 
taken pursuant to the Act and Rules 
(iv) On setting down a motion for ae 
before the Judge .. on £1 
The Law of Distress Annu Acts, 1888 and 1895 
(i) On an application for a general certificate .. | 5s. 
(ii) On an application for a special certificate... | 2s. 6d. 
(iii) On an application for the renewal of a 
general certificate «+ | 28. 6d. 
108. 
5a. 





(iv) For approving of security by ‘bond 
(v) For receiving deposit in lieu of bond 
The Fines and Recoveries 
On taking the eee of a married 
woman 


Act. 


nian at the Registry of ¢ ( rey Court Judgments. 
(i) For every name searched at the Registry for 
a judgment 
(ii) For forty names searched for within two | 
months 
This fee is to be paid in advance. 
(iil) For eve ry ce rtificate of search ‘ 
These may be obtained by letter 
addressed to The Registrar of County 
Court Judgments, Bowe of Lords, and 
postage stamps may be enclosed for 
payment. 
(iv) For having the record of any judgment 
re ne from the Register. 
hia fee is to be paidto The Registrar 
of the Court in which the judgment was 
obhained 





Officers attending on subpana, 
On an application with or without subpana for 
any Officer to attend asa witness orto produce 
records or documenta to be given in evidence | For each day or part of a day 
shall necessarily be abst 
from his office, £1. 
In addition to thia fee the reasonable 
expenses of the officer are alao payable 
The leqiatrar may require a depowit 
on account of any Lerdheey fees or on 
account of any furt > expenses which 
may pro ume paywle beyond 
the amount paid for fees and expenses 
on the application, He may alan 
require an undertaking in writing to 
pay any further fees and expenses 
whith may become payable beyond 
the anviurls wy pik an depo 





Reference. 


S.R. & O. 
Rev., 1904, Vol 
L,, tit. — 
ruptcy, Eng- 
nes 234. 
1897, No. 306 
1903, No. 1102 


1904, No. 122 
1904, No. 


1906, No. 


1907, No. 
1907, No. 


1912, No. 


1912, No. 633 
1913, No. 1228 
1914, No. 1739 
1915, No. 1194 
1918, No. 557 
1920, No. 171 
1921, No. 795 
1921, No. 1131 


The County Co 
The Increase o 
1920, N 
The Increase o 
No. 932 
The Rent (Res 


Sor 


The next 
Society of 
on Novem 

Women : 
as Incorpor 
as are appl 


We selec 
Press, wher 
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. of Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee. 
ee. 


Registrars and High Bailiffs attending away from the Court House or Office. 


91 | (i) Where the Registrar or High Bailiff is re- 
quired to perform any of his duties away 
| from the Court House or office .. .. | The reasonable travelling ex- 
|} penses, and, where necessary, 
| subsistence allowance. 





SECOND SCHEDULE 
FEES ORDERS ANNULLED. 
= dis (inease is. ERA 
Reference. | Description of Order. Extent of Annulment, 
| 
§.R. & O. 


Rev., 1904, Vol.| Lord Chancellor’s Order dated 18th December, | The whole Order so far 


L, tit. Bank- 1890, as to Bankruptcy Fees. as unrepealed (Table E.) 
ruptey, Eng- 
land, p. 234. 7 

1897, No. 306 | County Court (Stannaries) Order, 1897 .. | The whole Order. 


1903, No. 1102 | Lord Chancellor’s Order dated 2nd December, | The Order so far as it re- 

1903, as to Winding Up Fees. lates to fees on proceed- 

ings in County Courts. 

1904, No. 122 | Treasury Order dated 30th December, 1903.. | The whole Order. 

1904, No. 1780 | Lord Chancellor’s Order dated 8th November, 
1904, as to Winding Up Fees ‘ aa 





Treasury Order dated— 
1906, No. 144 22nd February,1906 .. “s = “ = os 
1906, No, 681 2nd August, 1906 os oe ot pe - * 
1907, No. 460 30th May, 1907 - o« we - > ae 
1907, No. 845 22nd October, 1907 es - - ; ws 
1908, No. 42 17th January, 1908 mA al 
1909, No. 766 7th July,1909 . 


The Order so far as it re- 
lates to fees on proceed- 
ings in County Courts. 


1912, No. 199 | Lord Chancellor’s Order dated 30th December, 
1911, as to Winding Up Fees. 


Treasury Order dated— 
15th May, 1912 


of The whole Order. 
18th November, 1913 


1912, No. 633 
1913, No. 122 


1914, No. 1739 28th December, 1914 ‘ jo at . 
1915, No. 1194 10th December, 1915 | , 

1918, No. 557 16th May, 1918 a > oe 
1920, No. 171 23rd August, 1920... La — 
1921, No. 795 29th April, 1921 ee * ey er _—- 
1921, No. 1131 26th July, 1921 .. fe: - ork a es 








THIRD SCHEDULE. 
RULES CONTAINING ANNULLED FEES ORDERS. 


County Court Rules dated 14th July, 1903 (S. R. & O., 1903, No. 629). 
Order VII. Rule 33 6 (2). Order XXVII._ Rule 7. 
Order IX. Rule 13 (7). Order XLIA. Rule 4. 
Order XIIT. Rule 14. Order XLIB. Rule 7. 
Order XIV. Rule 12. Order XLIII. Rule 19. 
Order XIV. Rule 13. Order XLV. Rule 11. 
Order XX. Rule 1. Order XLVIII. Rules 13, 14, 15 and 
Order XXVI. Rule 6 (2) (f) 16. 
The County Court (Registration Appeals) Rules, 1918. Rule 22 (S. R. & O., 1918, No. 802). 
The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restriction) Rules, 1920. Rule 15(S. R. & O., 
1920, No. 1261). 
The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restriction) Rules, 1921. (S. R. & O., 1921, 
No. 932.) 
The Rent (Restrictions) Rules, 1923, Rules 2 and 4 (S.R. & O., 1923, No. 901). 








Societies. 
Society of Incorporated Accountants. 


The next Examinations of Candidates for admission into the 
Society of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors will be held 
on November 10th, 11th, 12th and 13th. 

Women are eligible under the Society’s regulations to qualify 
as Incorporated Accountants upon the same terms and conditions 
as are applicable to men. 


The Motor Peril. 


We select the following from various cases reported in the 
Press, where the punishment is quite inadequate : 

Mr. David Tennant, son of Lady Grey of Fallodon, was 
summoned at Salisbury, on Tuesday, for driving a motor car 
to the danger of the public on July 26th, near Amesbury. It 
was stated in evidence that his speed was between forty and fifty 
miles an hour on approaching the village, and that he drove 
through the village at a speed of between twenty-five and thirty 
nilesan hour. The defendant, who pleaded ‘* Not guilty,” denied 
the speed alleged and said he had a clear road at the time. 

Police Superintendent Jones said the defendant was fined in 
1921 at Cambridge for driving a motor-cycle at a dangerous speed, 
A fined this month at Acton for exceeding the speed 
mit, 

The defendant admitted he had also been fined this month 
at Norman Cross for driving to the public danger and was now 
fined £10 on each of two summonses. The magistrates also 
ordered his licence to be suspended for six months. 

The motor accident at K fnyaton-hill, which resulted in Police 
Constable Locke being killed last July, had a sequel in Kingston 








County Police Court on the 18th inst., when John Pennington, 
of Girdlers-road, West Kensington, was summoned for negligently 
driving a motor car. Evidence was given that the constable 
had stopped a cyclist who had no light, and as he was walking 
back to the footpath he was knocked down by the defendant’s car, 
which, it was alleged, was travelling at a fast rate and had no 
headlights. 

The defendant, who was driving the car, in which another man 
and two girls were passengers, said his speed was about twenty-five 
miles an hour. A figure suddenly appeared a yard in front of 
the car, and, although he swerved, he could not avoid it. 

He was ordered to pay £20, including costs. 








Canadian Judicial Appointments. 


The Times correspondent, at Toronto, in a message of the 
18th inst., says :— 

It is officially announced in Ottawa that Judge F. A. Anglin, 
a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of Canada, is to succeed 
the late Sir Louis Davies as Chief Justice. Mr. E. L. Newcombe, 
the Deputy Minister of Justice, who represented the Dominion 
in many important cases before the Privy Council, and Judge 
Thibaudeau Rinfret, a Judge of the Superior Court of Montreal, 
have been appointed Judges of the Supreme Court. 

The Times adds :—Judge Francis Alexander Anglin, a son of 
of Mr. T. W. Anglin (for some time Speaker of the Canadian 
House of Commons), was born at St. John, New Brunswick, in 
1865. He was educated at St. Mary’s College, Montreal, and the 
University of Ottawa, and was called to the Ontario Bar in 1888 
and was created a K.C. in 1902. In 1904 he was appointed Puisne 
Judge of the Ontario High Corut of Justice, and, in 1909, Puisne 
Judge of the Supreme Court of Canada. He is the author of 
several legal works. 

Mr. Edmund Leslie Newcombe is a Nova Scotian, born at 
Cornwallis in 1859. He was educated at Dalhousie College, 
Halifax, and was called to the Bar in 1883. He was made a K.C. 
in 1893, and in the same year was appointed Deputy Minister of 
Justice. In 1914 he was Counsel for the Government of Canada 
in the “*Empress of Ireland” Inquiry. During the war he was 
Chairman of the Military Service Council. 

Judge Rinfret was born in 1879, and was appointed a Puisne 
Judge of the Superior Court of the Province of Quebec (Montreal 
District) in 1922. 


W. WHITELEY, Ltn. 


Auctioneers, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W.2. 








VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE, 


EGTATE DUTY, SALE, INSURANCE, ETC, 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
View on Wednesday, in 


London’s Largest Saleroom. 





*‘Pwonr No.: PARK ONE (40 Linea) Terenas “ WHITELEY, LONDON, * 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
No. 19, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1858. 








Capital Stock , £400,000 
Debenture Stock ... an ‘in --- £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at ihe Society's Office. 

G. H MAYNE, Secretary. 




















Stock Exchange Prices of certain 


Trustee Securities. 


Bank Rate 4%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 9th October. 

















MIDDLE 

INTEREST 
| outh Sept, | YIRED. 
English Government Securities. 2s. a. 
Consols 23% oe ee o 57§ 470 
War Loan 5% 1929- 47 ee ee ee 1024 418 0 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 .. ee oe 973 412 6 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 .. oe 1004 40 0 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 .. ee 96 312 6 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90.. ee 903 48 0 

Victory 4% Bonds ee at "Par for 
Estate Duty) ee ° oe 91}? 470 
Conversion rr 1940-44 oe ne 984 412 0 
Conversion 33% Loan 1961 oe oe 78 410 0 
Local % 1921 or after es oe 662 410 0 
India 53% 15th January 1932... on 1014 |5 9 O 
India 44% 1950-55 .. es oe as 86 5 4 0 
India 33% .. os ee oe ine 644 (5 7 6 
India 3% =i. os ae es ~ 644 |5 9 O 


Colonial Securities. | 


British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 es oe ae a a 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 .. .. 89 1410 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 ee es ee 93xd'417 0 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. ee 954 414 0 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65 .. es ea 954 |414 0 
S. Australia 33% 1926-36 .. es ee 8 i420 
New _——— 44% 1944... es ee 964 413 6 
New 4% 1929 ee ee ° 964 4 3 0 
Canada 2% “938 ee ee 83 312 6 
Cape of Good Hope 3} % 1929-4 oe oe 80} 470 

Corporation Stocks. 

Ldn. Cty. —— Stk. after 1920 at 
option of oe ee 54 412 6 

Ldn. —. 3 ‘Gen. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of Corpn. | 6 {4123 6 

Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 
of Corpn. . oe es 65 (|412 6 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 ae ee os 764 411 6 
Cardiff 324% 1935 .. es ee 88 319 0 
San 1925-40 75 3 6 6 

mo 34% on or after 1942 at option 
ee - 77 411 0 
Manchester 39 on or after 1941 oe ee 65 (|412 6 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable oe oe 754 (413 0 
Nottingham 3% a oe oe 5 412 6 
ao ray 1920-60 - ee 69xd 4 7 O 
. 34% 1927-4 ee ee 82 | 4 5 6 
English am celal 

Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture . oé 84 66415 O 
Gt. Western Ely. 5% Rent Charge ee 103 417 0 
Gt. Western Ely. 5% Preference . ee 1003 419 0 
L. North Eastern Bly. 4% Debenture oe $24 417 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. $1 418 6 
L. North Eastern Hly. 4% ist Preference 80 5 0 0 
L. Mid. & Sect. Bly. 4 ebenture ee 824 417 0 
L. Mid. & Sect. Bly. 4%, Guaranteed ° $1 418 6 
L. Mid. & Sect. Bly. 4% Preference eo 60 5 0 0 
Southern Hailway 4%, Debentare .. oe $24 417 0 
Southern Hailway 5%, Guaranteed ee 101 419 0 
Southern Hallway 5% Preference .. oe | 99 56 1 90 
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The Registration of Jiand Charge 


The following is the portion of the Report of the Chief 
Registrar for 1923-24 dealing with the Land Charges Registry 

During the yer this depertment has been wholly reorganise 
This became necessary in view of the passing of the Law, 
Property Act, 1922, which greatly extends the functions of 
department by increasing the number of liabilities and incy 
brances affecting land which must be registered under the 
Charges Acts. 

Under the present Acts of 1888 and 1900 there were five separa 
registers, which had expandea into many volumes (19 in. by 15i 
In practice, a member of the public searching had to inspy 
from 27 to 36 se te manuscript pages, in which the nan» 
were not in strict lexicographical order. 

When it is remembered that under the Law of Property A¢ 
1922, contracts, easements, restrictive conditions, Inland Rever 
charges, bankru ptcies, etc., will have to be registered in additio 
it will be ap sea that had a separate register merely be 
added for each of these to the registers already in existeno 
searching in the department would have become intolerable, 

We therefore decitled to construct a new universal alphabetic 
Index to all the registers, so that by inspection of the Index 
can be learned if any, and if so what, registers should be searche 
As the overwhelming number of searches are negative in 
the saving to the public effected by this Index can be read 
appreciated. This Index is bound up in a series of loose-l 
i a in which there is a card for every estate owner agai 
whom a charge, of whatever description, is entered. he 
cards are entered in the ledgers in strictly lexicographicai orde 
so that a search—which now means the inspection of one type 
written card—is a matter of a few minutes only. On the 
cards will also be entered all the new charges required to 
registered under the Law of Property Act, 1922, so that a seard 
will remain an equally simple operation when that Act comesi 
operation (in spite of the many new entries) as it is to-day 
In the event of more information being required by a seareh 
than is given on the Card Index, the original application, fr 
which the card is p —- is also bound up in loose-leaf ledg 
in lexicographical order, and is equally easy to inspect. 

During the year new forms cf application, to correspond wit 
the new form of register, have also been introduced, and co 
sideral-ly facilitate the business of registration in this departmen 











Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
SCHOOL OF LAW. 


A General Meeting of students will be held on the first lectz 
day of term (Monday, 29th September) at the Society’s 
(Lecture Room A) at 4.15 p.m. The Chairman of the Leg 
Education Committee has kindly consented to take the chai 
The Principal hopes that all students will attend. 











Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


GEorRGE HerBert CHARLESWORTH, JAMES GILL L 
Farrar, Husertr Lister Farrar, and ArtTuur PENR6 
PERSHOUSE, Solicitors (Farrar & Co.), 8th day of Septemb 
1924, by the retirement of the said Arthur Penrose Pershouse. 

[Gazelle, 23rd September. 





General. 


The death is announced of Mr. H. A. Grover, who for thit 
years has been the official shorthand writer at the Ma 
and City of London Court. The appointment is in the 
of the Court of Common Council. 


Mr. James Beaumont (sixty-five), of @ollingham, Yorks, 
of Leeds, solicitor, a Governor of the Leeds Grammar Set 
and for some years a member of the Leeds City Council, for m 
years clerk to the Pudsey Burial Board, left estate of gross 
£19,868 (net personalty £6,260). 

Mr. W. Burgess, formerly Chief Clerk at West London Co 
Court, was on the 18th inst. presented with a che sque and 
monial on his retirement after fifty-three years’ service 
court. Judge Sturgess, K.C., also made a _ presentation 





Mr. 'T. W. Hopper, execution officer at the court for forty y 
and who is ol 


iring at the age of eighty, 
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An appeal against the judgment of the late Mr. Justice 
Bailhache in the action Lapish v. Braithwaite has been entered, 
and will be proceeded with as quickly as possible. It is intended 
to make application to expedite the hearing of the appeal in order 
that a judgment may be obtained in time to be of some guidance 
to councillors and others whom it may affect at the forthcoming 
municipal elections on Ist November. 


In view of the alarming increase in fatal accidents due to 
the ineffivient driving of motor-cars, the Manchester Watch 
Committee has decided to send a letter to the Ministry of Trans- 
port asking that steps shall be taken to introduce a standard 
test of ability and efficiency before a licence is issued to any 
motor driver. Drivers of public vehicles, such as tramcars and 
taxicabs, are put through a keen test in Manchester, and the 
chairman of the Watch Committee, Alderman Johnson, says 
this test ought to apply to every driver of every car on the 
roads. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Criticising the new London Traffic Act, which comes into force | 
on Ist October, Dr. Waldo, the City coroner, said there were | 


many important points that the Ministry of Transport had not 


dealt with, including the need for side lifeguards on all heavy | 


commercial motor vehicles, the want of more refuges, the physical 
fitness of drivers, and the necessity for red lights at the rear of all 
small vehicles, such as handcarts, &c. He thought, also, that 
pillion riding should be prohibited. The new Act applied only 
to the further control and regulation of traffic in and around 
London, but he hoped legislation in regard to the other matters he 
had referred to would follow. He had been hammering away at 
those subjects for twenty-three years. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANGE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequateiy 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM S8TORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
te advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
works of art, bric-A-brac aspeciality. [ADvr.] 





ADMINISTRATIONS, RECEIVERSHIPS, TRUSTEESHIPS, &c. 
SECURITY GRANTED BY 
THE 


BRITISH LAW 
INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C.2 


(Branches and Agencies throughout the United Kingdom). 





All Classes of Fire & Accident Business Transacted. 
The Company specialises in Solicitors’ Indemnity and 
Fidelity Guarantee Insurance, and its Bonds are 
accepted by all Departments of H.M. Government. 


Telephone : Loypon WALL 9467 (4 lines). Telegrams: ‘‘ Brrrtaw, Stock,” Lowpon. 














Mr. John Philip Jones, J.P., of Pendre House, Holywell, 


| Flint, for many years a member of the Flintshire County Council, 


at one time a policeman, afterwards High Bailiff to the Molt, 
Flint and Holywell County Courts, who died on 17th December, 


| aged seventy-three, left estate of the gross value of £17,061, 
| with net personalty £4,125. 


‘* Somebody has been smoking. Usher, go and find him and 
bring him to me,” said Judge Sir Thomas Granger during the 
hearing of a case at Greenwich County Court last week. Ina 
minute Mr. Herbert Metcalfe, barrister, entered the court, and 
apologised. ‘‘I am well acquainted with your Honour’s views 
on smoking in the Robing Room,” he said, ** and I know I ought 
to have seen the notices. That being so I leave myself entirely 
in your Honour’s hands.’”’ Sir Thomas Granger: I had made 


| up my mind to fine any barrister, in consideration of his posi- 
| tion, £1 3s. 6a., but in your case I will commute it to half. 








Che Solicitors’ Journal and eekly Reporter. 


NEW VOLUME (69) COMMENCES OCTOBER ith, 10924. 


Annual Subscription, payable in advance: 


£2 12s.; by Post, £2 14s.; 


Foreign, 


HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS 


£2 16s.; Single Number, 


IN PROPORTION. 


1/- 





ORDER FORM. 








Please send THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER from 


until countermanded. I enclose cheque for 


for months. 


, my Subscription 


*.* THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER can be ordered from any date, and back numbers of 


the current volume can be supplied. 


Cheques and Post Otlice Orders payable to ‘ Tus Soiicrrors’ 





A Specimen Copy will be sent free on application. 


LaW STATIONKRY Socistry, Launiren.” 


Office: 104-7, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C.4. 


TeL_ecrams; “Oynz, Fierr, Lonpon,” 


TELEPHONE: Howeorn HQ. 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | 


LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, September, 1 


H. Cook & Taytor’s Footwear Lrp. Oct. 3. Harry 
Osear Bennett, 5, Opie-st., Norwich. 

W. & J. Cooper Lrp. Oct. 31. Thos. G. Piper, c/o 
Messrs. Bourner, Bullock, Andrew & Co., Bush-lane 
House, Cannon-st. 

WILLIAM SHARPLES & Co. Ltp. Oct. 3. 
Silver-st. Chambers, Silver-st., Bury. 

INSTONE AIR Line Ltp. Oct. 7. Mr. A. F. Stoy, 103, 
Cannon-st., E.C.4. 

HILL AND WALKER LTD. Oct. 3. Harry Oscar Bennett, 
5, Opie-st., Norwich. 


’. 


Alfred Horsfield, 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 23. 


F. J. BRAMWELL Lip. Oct. 8. George 8. Greening, 
F.C.A., Imperial-chmbrs., Norfolk-row, Sheffield. 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette— FRIDAY, September 19. 


H. R. Backhouse & Co. Ltd. Jaybros Ltd. 
Arbuckle Smith (London) Uxbridge & West Middlesex 

Ltd. Athletic Club Ltd. 
Green & Carpenter Ltd. A. G. Wright & Sons (Purley) 
T. E. Starkey & Co. Ltd. Ltd. 
Glyngwilym Collieries Ltd. Healey Syndicate Ltd. 
A. F. 8. Development Ltd. Pelling, Stanley & Co. Ltd. 
A. & A. Shaw Ltd. Jackson, McConnan and 
Brayshaw’s Garage & Motor Temple Ltd. 

Engineering Works The Peterborough and Dis- 

(Leicester) Ltd. trict Poultry Society Ltd. 
Great Western Railway 

Staff Co-operative Society 

Ltd, 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 23. 

Thomas Linley, Sons & Co. Deeuillet Ltd. 

Ltd. H. Close & Co, Ltd. 
Shapland & Peter Ltd. George House Ltd. 
Liver Motor Stores Ltd. M. Dann & Co, Ltd. 
Hubert Peake Ltd. Alfred Calvert (Shipping) 
Joseph Cooke (Longport) Ltd. 
Whittle (Birmingham) Ltd. 
Industrial Appliances Ltd. 


Ltd. : 
The Houghton-le-Spring 
Thomas E. Whitworth 


Motor Co. Ltd. 
L. Sachs & Co, Ltd. 


Ltd. 
P. Hulme & Co. Ltd. Orton & Co. Ltd. 





Bankruptcy Notices. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, September 19. 


ANGHELATOS, DENIS, Leadenhall-st., Shipowner. High 
Court. Pet. Sept. 24. Ord. Sept. 15. 

AsH, James, Bruton, Somerset, Medical Practitioner. 
Yeovil. Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

AsuwortH, Herpert, Bradford, Draper. 
Pet. Sept.13. Ord. Sept. 13. 

BLIss, REGINALD A., Twic ~—% Pawnbroker. Brentford. 
Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Se pt. 15. 

Boiton, R. J., Satbeusion, Builder. 
Pet. Aug. 29. Ord. Sept. 17. 


Bradford. 


Northampton. 


! j 

BROADHEAD, FREDERICK H., Bradford, Tailor. Bradford. | 
Pet. Sept. 17. Ord. Sept. 17. 

| BROWN, FRANK, and Brown, HAROLD, Chester, Motor 
Engineers. Chester. Pet. Sept. 17. Ord. Sept. 17. 

Cave, E. A., Hampstead, Builder. High Court. Pet, 
May 29. Ord. Sept. 15. 

CLARKE, GEORGE E., Cable Operator, Temple- chmbrs. 
High Court. Pet. Sept.17. Ord. Sept. 17 

CLAYTON, SYDNEY A., Bryanston-st. High “Court. Pet. | 
Aug. 8. Ord. Sept. 12. 

CooK, ALFRED, Barrow-in-Furness, Ironmonger. Barrow- 
in-Furness. Pet. Sept. 17. Ord. Sept. 17. 

ELMER, ERNEST W., Peterborough, General Dealer. | 
Peterborough. Pet. Sept.17. Ord. Sept. 17. | 

Fripp, GEORGE W., Sydenham, General Dealer. Green- 
wich. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. 

HiGGins, JouN H., Newport, Mon., Grocer. Newport 
(Mon). Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

HINTON, CHARLES W., Stoke Newington, Ladies’ Under- 
clothing Manufacturer. High Court. Pet, Sept. 15. 
Ord. Sept. 15. 

INGHAM, ARTHUR, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

IVES, ALFRED, Ipswich, Piano and yey Dealer. 
Ipswich. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 

JOHN, GRIFFITH, Mardy, Glam, i Haulier. 

a Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

KING, FRANK, Crigglestone, nr. Wakefield, Clothier. 
Wakefield. Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

LAWRENCE, Epwarp §8., Midoak Hall, Euston, Grocer. 
High Court. Pet. Sept.17. Ord. Sept. 17. 

LAWRENCE, EpDITH J., Scarborough, Ladies’ Outfitter. 
Scarborough. Pet. Sept.15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

LEECH, CHASE G. A., Clopton, Suffolk, Farmer. 
Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. 

MABLEY, FRANK H., Buxton, School Proprietor. Stock- 
port. Pet. July 31. Ord. Sept. 17. 

MARSHALL, JOHN H., Blacksmith, Sheffield. Sheffield. 

| Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

MAXWELL, WILLIAM 8., Workington, 2 Dealer. 
Cockermouth. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. 

MELLER, HERBERT R., Warrington, Tobacconist. War- 
rington. Pet. Sept. 17. Ord. Sept. 17. 

METCALFE, THOMAS, York, Grocer. York. Pet. Sept. 16. 
Ord. Sept. 16. 

Mvupp, ANNIE E., Lincoln. Beerhouse Keeper. Lincoln. 
Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

NEEVES, HENRY, Wandsworth. Hastings. Pet. Sept. 16. 
Ord. Sept. 16. 

OWEN, WILLIAM, Bethesda, Quarry Labourer. Bangor. 
Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. 

Pape. WILLIAM, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. Leeds. 
Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Sept. 

PERKINS, N., Titchfield, Hants, Builder. 
Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Sept. 15 

RAMSEY, Sconer, Low Burnham, Lincoln, Labourer. | 
Lincoln. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

RENSHAW, WILLIAM A., Sheffield, Draper. Sheffield. 
Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

REYNOLDS, WILLIAM, Mardy, , Glam, Collier. Pontypridd. 
Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 

SARVENT, J., Red Lion-st. High Court. Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. 
Sept. 11. 

SHAW, HuBERT, Blaenclydach, Glam, Collier. Pontypridd. 
Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

SIBSON, JOHN, Leicester, Dealer. Leicester. Pet. Aug. 29. | 
Ord. Sept. 15. | 

SMITH, ALEXANDER P., Stapleford, Cambridge, Grocer. | 
Cambridge. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 15. 

TAPPER, Victor F., Sherborne, Dorset, Tailor. Yeovil. 
Pet. Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

TAYLOR, LILY, ~\ & Draper. Peterborough. Pet. 
Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 

Torr, W. E. & Co., Manc hester, Dealers in Loose Leaf 
Books. Manchester. Pet. July 30. Ord. Sept. 15. 

WHITFIELD, WILLIAM G., Bournemouth. Salisbury. Pet. 
Sept. 16. Ord. Sept. 16. 

Amended Notice substituted for that — in the 
London Gazette of August 26, 192 


| 
FOX, JAMES, Blackpool, Milliner. Blac ha Pet. Aug. 7 | 
| 
| 


Ipswich. 


Portsmouth. 








Ord, Aug. 22 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of September 5, 1924 :— 


KINGSwoop, JosEPH, Market Rasen, General Carrier. 
Lincoln. Pet. Aug. 28. Ord. Aug. 28. 


| Tomas, Shadwell, Boot Manufacturer. 


| HILTON, WILLIAM i Tyldesley, Joiner. Bolton. 





































London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 23. 


BALDWIN, HERBERT J., Bartletts-bldgs., Holborn, B 
Manufacturer. High Court. Pet. Sept. 2. Ord. Sept, 
BIRDSALL, ALLAN, Leeds, Builder. Leeds. Pet. Sept, 
Ord. Sept. 17. 
BROWN, WILLIAM, Haslingden, Licensed Vict 
Blackburn. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18. 
CLEGG, JOHN W., Blackpool. Blackpool. Pet. July 
Ord. Sept. 19. 


Court, Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18 
| DALTON, HAROLD E., Westcliff-on-Sea. Chelmsford, 
Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 18. 
DUNSTAN, HueH M., Kensington. High Court. 
June 12. Ord.Sept. 17. 
FLETCHER, JAMES W., Rotherham, Fruiterer. Sheff 
Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19 
FLOWER, SAMUEL A., Wood Green, Cabinet M 
Edmonton. Pet. July 19. Ord. Sept. 3. 
GAME, Davip, Newmarket, Baker. Cambridge. 
Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19. 
GOLDMAN, FRANK, South Shields, Small-ware de 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18) 
GREEN. Srpney I., Bow, eee. High Co 
Pet. Aug. 21. Ord. Sept. 17. ; 
HANNAM, HUBERT, Devizes, Farmer. Bath. Pet. Sept, 
Ord, Sept. 19. 
Harris, A., & Co., Walthamstow, Manufacturing @ 
fectioners. High Court. Pet. Aug. 8. Ord. Sept. 17, 
HEAP, WILLIAM, 7 ey Architect. Burnley. 
Aug. 18. Ord. Sept. 16 


Sept. ‘19. Ord. Sept. 
HOWLETT, JOHN A., Harwich, Hairdresser. Colches 
Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. 
HUTCHINGS, ALFRED B., ee Estate Agent. Bright 
Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. Sept. 
JACKSON, GEORGE, shemeld, Surgeon. Sheffield. 
Sept. 18. Ord. sh 
JONES, WILLIAM 8 pital-sq., ae Solicitor. Hi 
Court. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Sept. 19 
JONES, WALTER, Cleethorpes, aster Painter. G 
Grimsby. Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19. 
KEMPSELL, ALFRED J., Wallington, ‘art Needle 
Dealer. Croydon. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Sept. 18. 
KEMPSELL, FLORENCE, Wallington, Art Needle 
Dealer. Croydon, Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Sept. 18. 
MARSDEN, HERBERT, Stalybridge, Coal Dealer. Ashi 
under-Lyne. Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19. 
MIEVILLE, Louis, Pall Mall. High Court. Pet. Feb. 
Ord. Sept. 17 
MULLIGAN, Joun J., Deeping St. James, Lincs, Po’ 
Merchant. Peterborough. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. "Sept. 
OLDHAM, FRED, and OLDHAM, HANNAH, Hyde, Laund 
— “ashton-under- -Lyne. Pet. Sept. 19. @ 
Sept. 
omplan, Tuomas H., Burton-on-Trent, Licensed Victuall 
Burton-on-Trent. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18. 
Rose, GEORGE F., Berners-st. High Court. Pet. Aug. 
Ord. Sept. 18. 
RUTHERFORD, E. M. C., Republic of Brazil. High Cow 
Pet. Nov. 28. Ord. Sept. 18. 
SKIDMORE, GEORGE J. R., — Fruit Merchant. Bris 
Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sep t. 
SmituH, Epwy, Wainstalls, nr. ‘Halifax, Farmer. Hal 
Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 
STREET, HERBERT G., Sioke La Confection 
Edmonton. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 1 
TATTERSHALL, STUART E., Orpington, Kent, Insu 
Agent. High Court. Pet. ” Aug. 20. Ord. Sept. 18. 
TuHorP, CHARLES W., Bexley Heath, Fishmong 
Rochester. Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19 
WEBB, GEORGE, Gravesend, Motor Engineer. Roches 
Pet. Sept. 19. Ord. Sept. 19, 
WETHERED, ARNOLD H., London Wall, Stockbroki 
High Court. Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. Sept. 18. 
WHITLEY, HENRY, and WHITLEY, FREDERICK, Newcastl 
on-Tyne, Fine Art and Antique Dealers. Scarboroug 
Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18. 
WHITTLE, JOHN J., Bolton, Cotton Waste Dealer. Bolte 
Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Sept. 18. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in ~ 
the London Gazette of August 15, 1924 :— 


H. & P. AccEssorigs, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cycle Dealer 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. July 3. Ord. Aug. 6. 
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— | Fire,  Durglers, Loss of Profit, Employers’ 
setts i a Fidelity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, etc. 
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